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Wov 2 1950 


we. Roger ¢ . Jome: 
Asetetent Sirector 
Legieintive Reference 
Hureae of the Budget 
‘ ashingten 25, 0, €. 


Dear Mr. Jones: 


This is in reply te your letter of 5 october 1950, requesting am OGC 
expression of the views of thie Agency in regard to the repeal oi the 
internal Security Act of 1959 and the substitction in its place ef a pro- FOIAB5 
posed bill which «ou aleo enclosed. 


Ke would Like te endorse the provisions ul Section 2 of the pro- 
posed bill insofar as they relate to the saieguarding of information. It 
is telt that these provisions are necessary ih commection with the pro- 
tection of clasvified material. 


in connection with -«ction 4 of the prepored bill, we wish werel; OCC 
to note that certain exceptions have been incluied to protect the wor 
of the Comtral Intelligence Agency, and it is desired that these «exceptions FO|AB5 
be retained in the final drafts of the legislation. 
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A. contrary position to that taken by the . gency has bees expressed 
in a debate overriding the vate. In & prapared statement, the Chair ~ 
man of the tenate Judiciary Committee, senator MeCarran, stetes that 


«the Hmited authority the Government sew hes te coffer 
asylum in our country te sach persons is not disturbed by 
Section 22 of this bill.... Furthermere, as I pointed ouk 
during debate om this bill om the floor of the Senate, the 
legislation recently passed by the Congress permitting th. 
admission of up tc 100 aliens per year fcr intelligence 
reasons is not repealed or otherwise afiecte? by HR 9490.... 
(Congressional Reeord, 23 September 1956, p. 15817). 


The same qoestion was aleo raised by the ranking minorhy sacibes 
of the ‘ienete Judiciary Committee, Senator Hey, in the following 
exchenge on the floor of the Senate: 


“Mae, WILEY, ...But there bas been so muck lcose criticism, 
as i weuld call it, in relation to this subject, that I wish tc 
find out definitely whether or not im the :- caator's opinion 
there is in the Bill anything which limits of in any way inter - 
feres with the action of the so-called ‘entral Intelligence 
Agency of the Govera ment, , 


"Me. MeCARRAM, There is nothing ia the bill that limits 
either the Central Intelligenca Agency of the Government.... 


“Mr, WILEY. I thank the Semater, That was my own con- 
clusion, tut 1 wished to have it coalir-aed, 


“Myr, MeCarran, Let me say thie to the Senator, further 

in suawer to his question, thet that matter was gone into 

ever aad over again in conferemce, and wan guarded sad pro- 
tected im every way. ...' (Congressional Reeard, 23 Sestember 
1950, pp. 1586 7-158¢8), 
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it iw thus apparent from theee statements (as well aa some an- 
official comemente from these who were present ef the “enate-liedae 
Conference on BR 9490) that it war mot the “Congressional intent to 
impair the autherities of CLA in any way, imeluding these granted by 
Section & of the Central Intelligence ‘geney Act of 1949. FPurthermere, 
the Internal cecurity ‘ct of 195% loos to the comtrel of subversive 
activitles and subversive aliens, whereas these which CIA wishes 
te bring to this coustry have been or are potentially ef service to the 
national intelligence sntesion, 


Seepite thease arguments that “1A and its operations are in no 
way affected by the Internal Security Act of 1950, the fact reswun: 
that the bill nowhere specifically excludes this ‘gency er ite ererations 
from its terms. By repeated decisions of the upreme Court, it has 
come to be well catabliehed that debates in Congress expressive of 
the views and motives of individual members are not e eafe guide, 
and heace may not be resorted to, m ascertaining legislative mesning 
and purpose, Cemmittee reports stend upon a more solid footing, bet 
2m this instance they ere silest insofar as [1A ie comeerned, ‘ here 
the statutory meaning ix cbacure, however, the courts have tacer as 
an exporition of legislative intent statements in the mature of a supple- 
mental report made by a committee member in charge of a bik! in the 
course of its passage. Ineemuch as Senater }icCarran was in charge 
of the bill in the Uemate, and since his prepared statement could be 
considered in the nature of a supplemental explanatery report, it ix 
reasonable to believe that his words «nay be an indication of legisiative 
intent. 


OGC 
FOIAB5 


if it is desired te discuss thie metter further, please corrrunicate 


with vr. alter L. fforshetraer, Code 14, eetensiod STAT 
ssacerely yours, 
WLPforzheimer ble 5s ye 
if gi 
Central Records-~ ““ “eeu 
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